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We explore right-handed sneutrino-antisneutrino mixing in a TeV scale B − L extension of the
Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM), (B − L)SSM, where a type I seesaw mecha-
nism of light neutrino mass generation is naturally implemented. The constraints imposed on the
mass splitting between heavy right-handed sneutrino and the corresponding antisneutrino by the
experimental limits set on the light neutrino masses are investigated. We also study direct pair pro-
duction of such right-handed sneutrinos at the Large Hadron Collider (LHC) and its decay modes,
emphasising that their decay into same-sign di-lepton pairs are salient features for probing these
particles at the CERN machine. Finally, the charge asymmetry present in such same-sign di-lepton
signals is also analysed and confirms itself as a further useful handle to extract information about
the oscillation dynamics.
PACS numbers:
I. INTRODUCTION
Experimental evidence exists for the oscillation into one another of physical eigenstates of relativistic
fields/particles with degenerate quantum numbers, specifically, in neutral systems, like K0, B0d, B
0
s , D
0, and,
most importantly for our study, ν’s. In the case of the hadronic states, the associated measurements provided
important insights into the structure of Electro-Weak (EW) interactions, in particular, their Charge and Parity
(CP) dynamics, confirming that CP-violation indeed occurs in Nature. In the case of neutrinos, proof that they
oscillate translates into the fact that they have non-zero masses. Hence, no matter where such the oscillation
phenomenon appears, it has always lead to clear advances in the understanding of the fundamental interactions
governing the behaviour of fields and particles.
Conversely, from a theoretical point of view, we know that the Standard Model (SM), whereas it can account
for oscillations in the aforementioned hadronic systems, cannot explain neutrino masses, as the latter are, by
construction, absent in it. Hence, some Beyond the SM (BSM) physics ought to be invoked to accommodate
neutrino oscillations. Further, if one recalls the so-called hierarchy problem of the SM, its inability to provide
a candidate for Dark Matter (DM), its failure to explain the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the Universe and
the lack of gauge coupling unification at any scale in it, a natural way forward in the quest to formulate a viable
BSM scenario is to adopt Supersymmetry (SUSY), which can remedy at once all such flaws. In fact, SUSY
can also easily co-exists with constraints emerging from the hadronic and leptonic sectors, when it comes to
incorporate oscillation phenomena.
The simplest realisation of SUSY is the Minimal Supersymmetric Standard Model (MSSM), whereby the gauge
structure of the SM is maintained and the matter spectrum is limited to the most economical structure able
to ensure anomaly cancellations, which corresponds to the adoption of an additional Higgs doublet field (with
respect to the SM) and the Supersymmetrisation of all ensuing Higgs/gauge boson and fermion fields into the
Higgsinos/gauginos and sfermions. The MSSM is therefore rather predictive amongst the many possible SUSY
2realisations, in so far that the number of independent parameters defining it (whether it be in a constrained
or unconstrained version) is always the smallest with respect to those of its SUSY alternatives. However, this
feature also renders it very testable from an experimental point of view. From this perspective, it is now widely
acknowledged that Large Hadron Collider (LHC) data have reduced considerably the viable parameter space
of the MSSM, in both its constrained and unconstrained formulation, and/or confined it to rather unnatural
spectrum configurations (of masses and couplings). On the one hand, the very recent observation of a SM-like
Higgs boson constrains significantly the spectrum of the MSSM Higgs sector, namely, tanβ (the ratio of the
Vacuum Expectation Values (VEVs) of the two aforementioned Higgs doublet fields) and the mass of one of
the Higgs bosons (there are five in the MSSM, three neutral and a pair of charged ones) directly as well as the
mass of the squarks (the SUSY counterparts of the SM quarks) indirectly. On the other hand, no observation
whatsoever of the aforementioned Higgsinos, gauginos and sparticles at the mass scale preferred by the MSSM
to achieve gauge coupling unification (i.e., of order 1 TeV or so) affirms the possibility that the SUSY sparticle
sector is richer than the one of the MSSM.
In the light of all this, it has therefore become of extreme relevance to explore non-minimal realisations of
SUSY, better compatible with current data than the MSSM yet similarly predictive. Owing to the established
presence of non-zero neutrino masses, a well motivated path to follow in this direction is to consider the B −L
Supersymmetric Standard Model, henceforth (B − L)SSM for short. Herein, (heavy) right-handed neutrino
Superfields are introduced in order to implement a type I seesaw mechanism, which provides an elegant solution
for the existence and smallness of the (light) left-handed neutrino masses. Right-handed neutrinos can be
naturally implemented in the (B − L)SSM, which is based on the gauge group SU(3)C × SU(2)L × U(1)Y ×
U(1)B−L, hence the simplest generalisation of the SM gauge group (through an additional U(1)B−L symmetry).
In this model, it has been shown that the scale of B − L symmetry breaking is related to the SUSY breaking
scale [1], so that this SUSY realisation predicts several testable signals at the LHC, not only in the sparticle
domain but also in the Z ′ (a Z ′ boson in fact emerges from the U(1)B−L breaking), Higgs (an additional singlet
state is economically introduced here, breaking the U(1)B−L group) and (s)neutrino sectors [2–4]. Furthermore,
other than assuring its testability at the LHC, in fact in a richer form than the MSSM, the (B − L)SSM also
alleviates the so-called ‘little’ hierarchy problem of the MSSM, as both the additional singlet Higgs state and
right-handed (s)neutrinos [5–7] release additional parameter space from the LEP, Tevatron and LHC bounds.
A DM candidate plausibly different from the MSSM one exists as well [8]. Finally, interesting results on the
ability of the (B − L)SSM to emulate the Higgs boson signals isolated at the LHC are also emerging [9].
Now, if the heavy (anti)neutrinos are of the Majorana type, as it is the case for the (B−L)SSM, it is expected
that their SUSY partners, i.e., the (anti)sneutrinos, oscillate analogously to the physics systems recalled before.
That is, sneutrino-antisneutrino mixing occurs and the ∆L = 2 Majorana neutrino mass terms governing such
a dynamics can induce a mass splitting (∆mν˜) between the physical states. The effect of this mass splitting
is to induce sneutrino-antisneutrino oscillations [10, 11]. This can in turn lead to a sneutrino decaying into a
final state with a “wrong-sign charged lepton”. If such sneutrino-antisneutrino system is produced via pairs
at the LHC, the ultimate result is that same-sign di-lepton pairs are eventually induced at the LHC, that can
then be studied to reveal such an oscillation. In fact, the charge asymmetry of such same-sign di-lepton signals
produced by right-handed sneutrino-antisneutrino oscillations can also be analysed at the CERN machine,
providing further insights into such a phenomenon.
Much of this phenomenology has been tackled already in the MSSM, see Ref. [12, 13] (see also [14] for the R-
parity violating case). It is the purpose of this paper, motivated by the previous discussion about the drawbacks
of the MSSM, to re-address the analysis to the case of the (B − L)SSM. The paper is organised as follows. In
the next section we describe the theoretical setup of the right-handed (anti)sneutrino sector in such a model
while Sect. III discusses the experimental constraints on it. Sect. IV will instead present our results for the
LHC. Finally, we conclude in Sect. V.
3II. THEORY OF RIGHT-HANDED SNEUTRINO-ANTISNEUTRINO MIXING
In this section, we analyse the right-handed sneutrino sector in the (B − L)SSM. As advocated in the
introduction, this type of extension implies the existence of three extra Superfields, one per generation, with
B−L charge= −1/2, in order to cancel the associated B−L triangle anomaly. These Superfields are identified
with the right-handed neutrinos and will be denoted by Ni. In addition, in order to break the B−L symmetry
at the TeV scale, two Higgs Superfields χˆ1,2, with ∓1 B − L charges, are required. In Table I we present the
particle contents of the (B − L)SSM as well as the quantum numbers of the chiral Superfields with respect to
SU(3)C × SU(2)L × U(1)Y × U(1)B−L.
Qˆi Uˆ
c
i Dˆ
c
i Lˆi Eˆ
c
i Nˆ
c
i Hˆ1 Hˆ2 χˆ1 χˆ2
SU(3)c 3 3¯ 3¯ 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
SU(2)L 2 1 1 2 1 1 2 2 1 1
U(1)Y 1/6 −2/3 1/3 −1/2 1 0 −1/2 1/2 0 0
U(1)B−L 1/6 −1/6 −1/6 −1/2 1/2 1/2 0 0 −1 1
TABLE I: Chiral Superfields of the (B − L)SSM and their quantum numbers
The (B − L)SSM Superpotential is given by the expression
W = YuQˆHˆ2Uˆ c + YdQˆHˆ1Dˆc + YeLˆHˆ1Eˆc + Yν LˆHˆ2Nˆ c + 1
2
YN Nˆ
cχˆ1Nˆ
c + µHˆ1Hˆ2 + µ
′χˆ1χˆ2. (1)
The relevant soft SUSY breaking terms are given by
− Lsoft = −LMSSMsoft + m˜2NijN˜ c∗i N˜ cj +m2χ1 |χ1|2 +m2χ2 |χ2|2
+
[
Y Aνij L˜iN˜
c
jHu + Y
A
NijN˜
c
i N˜
c
j χ1 +Bµ
′χ1χ2 +
1
2
MB−LZ˜B−LZ˜B−L +M
′
B−LZ˜Z˜B−L + h.c
]
, (2)
where (Y AN )ij ≡ (YNAN )ij is the trilinear associated with the Majorana neutrino Yukawa coupling. Note that,
due to the B − L invariance, the bilinear coupling BN N˜ cN˜ c is not allowed. It may be generated only after the
B − L symmetry breaking. The Majorana mass M ′B−L is generated due to the possible gauge kinetic mixing
between the two Abelian groups U(1)Y and U(1)B−L. It is known that this gauge mixing term may be absorbed
in the covariant derivative through a redefinition of the gauge fields after an orthogonal transformation [6], so
that
Dµ = ∂µ − iQTφGAµ, (3)
where Qφ is a vector with the U(1)Y and U(1)B−L charges for the field φ and G is the gauge coupling matrix
G =
(
g1 g˜
0 gB−L
)
. (4)
In this basis, one finds
M2Z =
1
4
(g21 + g
2
2)v
2, (5)
M2Z′ = g
2
B−Lv
′2 +
1
4
g˜2v2, (6)
with the following mixing angle between Z and Z ′:
tan 2θ′ =
2g˜
√
g21 + g
2
2
g˜2 + 16(v
′
v
)2g2B−L − g22 − g21
. (7)
4It is clear that in the limit of g˜ → 0, which will be adopted in our analysis, the Z and Z ′ sectors decouple. In
this case, the B − L gauge symmetry is radiatively broken, as shown in Ref.[1]. The scalar potential V (χ1, χ2)
is given by
V (χ1, χ2) =
1
2
g2B−L(|χ2|2 − |χ1|2)2 + µ21|χ1|2 + µ22|χ2|2 − µ23(χ1χ2 + h.c), (8)
where
µ2i = m
2
0 + µ
′2(i = 1, 2), µ23 = −Bµ′ . (9)
The stability of the potential (boundedness from below) implies
µ21 + µ
2
2 > 2|µ23| . (10)
Also, to avoid a vanishing minimum of the scalar potential, the following constraint is required
µ21µ
2
2 < µ
4
3 . (11)
At the TeV scale these conditions can be satisfied simultaneously, thanks to the running of the scalar masses
m2χ1 and m
2
χ2
starting from the Grand Unification Theory (GUT) scale. The minimisation of V (χ1, χ2) at the
TeV scale leads to the following conditions:
v′
2
= (v′
2
1 + v
′2
2 ) =
(µ21 − µ22)− (µ21 + µ22) cos 2β′
2g2B−L cos 2β
′
, (12)
sin 2β′ =
2µ23
µ21 + µ
2
2
, (13)
where 〈χ1〉 = v′1 and 〈χ2〉 = v′2. The angle β′ is defined as tanβ′ = v′1/v′2. For a given MZ′/gB−L > 6 TeV
(as dictated by experimental constraints), the minimisation condition (13) can be used to determine the SUSY
parameter µ′
2
, up to a sign. One finds
µ′
2
=
m2χ2 −m2χ1 tan2 θ
tan2 θ − 1 −
1
4
M2Z′ . (14)
We now consider the neutrino/sneutrino sector. After the TeV scale B−L breaking, the neutrino mass matrix
is given by
Mν =
(
0 mD
m†D MN
)
, (15)
where mD = Yνv2, MN = YNv
′
1. The neutrino masses, obtained by the diagonalization of such a mass matrix,
are given by
mνℓ ≃ −mDM−1N m†D, (16)
mνH ≃ MN . (17)
Therefore, if MN ∼ O(1) TeV, the light neutrinos νℓ mass can be of order one eV if the Yukawa coupling Yν is
of order 10−6. This small coupling is of order the electron Yukawa coupling, so it is not quite unnatural.
With a TeV scale right-handed sneutrino, the sneutrino mass matrix, for one generation in the basis
(ν˜L, ν˜
∗
L, ν˜R, ν˜
∗
R), is given by the following 4× 4 Hermitian matrix:
M2 =
(
M2LL M
2
LR(
M2LR
)†
M2RR
)
, (18)
5where
M2LL =
(
m2
L˜
+m2D +
1
2M
2
Z cos 2β − 12M2Z′ cos 2β′ 0
0 m2
L˜
+m2D +
1
2M
2
Z cos 2β − 12M2Z′ cos 2β′
)
, (19)
M2LR =
(
mD(Aν − µ cotβ +MN) 0
0 mD(Aν − µ cotβ +MN )
)
, (20)
M2RR =
(
M2N +m
2
N˜
+m2D +
1
2M
2
Z′ cos 2β
′ MN (AN − µ′ cotβ′)
MN (AN − µ′ cotβ′) M2N +m2N˜ +m2D + 12M2Z′ cos 2β′
)
. (21)
Recalling that the soft SUSY breaking masses, MZ′ , A-terms, µ
′ and MN are of order ∼ 1 TeV, and mD ∼
O(10−4) GeV, then it is clear that the mixing between left- and right-handed sneutrinos is quite suppressed since
it is proportional to the Yukawa coupling Yν <∼ O(10−6). A large mixing between the right-handed sneutrinos
and right-handed antisneutrinos is quite plausible, since it is given in terms of the Yukawa term YN ∼ O(1).
This illustrates that ν˜L, ν˜
∗
L are mass eigenstates and they have degenerate masses equal to
(
M2LL
)
11
whereas
ν˜R, ν˜
∗
R are not mass eigenstates and the masses of the mass eigenstates will be different from each other. Indeed,
the eigenvalues of the matrix M2RR are given by
m2ν˜R1,2 = m
2
ν˜R
∓∆m2ν˜R , (22)
where m2ν˜R =
1
2 (m
2
ν˜R1
+m2ν˜R2
) is the average of heavy right-handed sneutrino squared-mass, which is given by
m2ν˜R =M
2
N +m
2
N˜
+m2D +
1
2
M2Z′ cos 2β
′. (23)
While ∆m2ν˜R is the mass-splitting in the heavy right-handed sneutrinos, which is given by
∆m2ν˜R =MN
∣∣∣AN − µ′ cotβ′∣∣∣. (24)
The mass splitting and mixing between the right-handed sneutrino ν˜R and right-antisneutrino ν˜
∗
R are a result
of a ∆L = 2 lepton number violation, as intimated. Therefore, it is natural that the mass splitting between the
right-handed (anti)sneutrinos is given in terms of the right-neutrino mass MN , which represents the magnitude
of lepton number violation. This should be compared with any mass splitting between left-(anti)sneutrinos,
which is typically characterised by the size of the neutrino masses. As a consequence, ν˜R and ν˜
∗
R are no longer
the mass eigenstates. The latter are given instead by
ν˜1 =
1√
2
(
ν˜R + ν˜
∗
R
)
, ν˜2 =
−i√
2
(
ν˜R − ν˜∗R
)
. (25)
Here, we assumed that the SUSY parameters AN and µ
′ are real. The ν˜R and ν˜
∗
R mixing is an analogue to the
mixing in B0 − B¯0 and K0 − K¯0 that are generated by a ∆B = 2 and ∆S = 2 violation, respectively.
III. CONSTRAINTS ON RIGHT-HANDED SNEUTRINO-ANTISNEUTRINO MIXING
In this section we explore possible constraints that may be imposed on the right-handed sneutrino mass
splitting. One of such constraints could be due to the neutrinoless double-β decay experimental limit. However,
it turns out that right-handed sneutrinos may enter such a process only at the one-loop level, hence their
contribution is substantially suppressed. Therefore, no stringent limit on the sneutrino mass splitting can be
obtained in this connection. Another interesting possibility is the contribution of right-handed sneutrinos to
the one-loop radiative correction onto the light neutrino masses. Such a correction, due to the left-handed
sneutrino mass splitting, has been calculated in [11]. In this case, the contribution gives a stringent constraint
6νℓ
χ0j
ν˜R1,2
νℓ
FIG. 1: One-loop contribution to the neutrino mass due to the sneutrino mass splitting.
on the sneutrino mass splitting because the largest correction emerges via a wino-like chargino, which has a
non-suppressed coupling to the light neutrinos. Further, we will perform here a similar calculation of the one-
loop correction to the light neutrino masses, but this time due to the right-handed sneutrinos. As will be seen,
this effect is suppressed and places no constraints on the right-handed sneutrino mass splitting. This is because
the chargino in this case is Higgsino-like, hence its has a suppressed Yukawa coupling (Yν . 10
−6).
The sneutrino mass splitting may generate one loop contribution to the neutrino mass [11]. In general, this
induces a stringent constraint on the sneutrino mass splitting. In our (B − L)SSM, the one loop contribution
to the neutrino mass is shown in Fig. 1, where right-handed sneutrinos and neutral Higgsinos are running in
the loop. The calculation of this diagram leads to
m(1)ν =
|Yν |2∆mν˜R
32π2
∑
j
|UjH |2f(xj , yj), (26)
where xj =
m2ν˜R1
m2χj
, yj =
m2ν˜R2
m2χj
and UjH is the neutralino mixing matrix element which projects the neutralino
onto the Higgsino H˜2. The loop function f(x, y) is given by
f(x, y) =
1√
y −√x
(
y
y − 1 ln y −
x
x− 1 lnx
)
.
In the limit mν ,∆mν˜R ≪ mν˜R , the definition of this loop function goes into that of Ref. [11]. The common
feature of both of the two functions is that their values does not go more than 1.
As can be seen from eq. (26), the right-handed sneutrino loop contribution to the neutrino mass is suppressed
by the small Yukawa coupling, Yν <∼ 10−6. Assuming that the neutrino mass, mν = m0ν + m
(1)
ν , is of order
O(10−9), to satisfy experimental limits. Thus, m(1)ν ≪ 10−9 GeV, which implies that |Yν |2∆mν˜R ≪ 10−9.
This bound can easily be satisfied for any value of ∆mν˜R ∼ O(103) GeV, since Y 2ν ≪ 10−12. Therefore, one
can conclude that in the (B − L)SSM the light neutrino mass cannot impose any constraint on the right-
handed sneutrino mass splitting. Accordingly, xν˜R = ∆mν˜R/Γν˜R , where Γν˜R is the average decay rate of ν˜R
and ∆mν˜R = ∆m
2
ν˜R
/2mν˜R can be quite large. This implies enough time for right-handed (anti)sneutrino
oscillation, that can be probed by the final state lepton charge. The oscillation of right-handed sneutrinos into
right-antisneutrinos is described by [15]
Pν˜R→ν˜∗R(t) =
x2ν˜R
2(1 + x2ν˜R)
. (27)
Thus, for xν˜R ≫ 1, the right-handed sneutrino-antisneutrino oscillation probability is ≃ 1/2.
IV. LHC RESULTS
In this section we study the production and decay of right-handed sneutrinos produced in pairs at the LHC.
Also, we will explore the charge asymmetry of the emerging same-sign di-lepton final state. From the (B−L)SSM
7q
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FIG. 2: Production of right-handed sneutrino pairs at the LHC and its decay to a same-sign di-lepton pair, missing
transverse energy and jets.
Lagrangian, one can show that the relevant interactions for the right-handed sneutrino decay are given by
Lν˜Rint = (Yν)ij l¯iPR(Vk2χ˜+k )†(ΓνR)αj ν˜Rα + (Yν)ij(UMNS)ilν¯lPR(N∗k1χ˜0k)(ΓνR)jαν˜Rα
+ (Yν)ij(MN )j cosβ
[
(ΓLL)βi l˜βH
+(ΓνR)αj ν˜Rα
]
. (28)
Here, we assume that the charged leptons are in their physical basis. The rotational matrices ΓLL and ΓνR
are defined as ΓL ≡ (ΓLL ,ΓLR) and Γν ≡ (ΓνL ,ΓνR). Further, the neutralino mass matrix is diagonalised by a
4× 4 rotation matrix N and the chargino mass matrix is diagonalised by two rotation matrices U, V . From this
equation, it can be easily seen that if the lightest right-handed sneutrino is heavier than the lightest slepton,
then the former can decay into the latter and a charged Higgs boson, which in turn decay into SM particles.
Since the coupling right-handed sneutrino-slepton-charged Higgs boson is proportional to MN , the associated
decay rate may not be suppressed. Accordingly, in this case, the right-handed sneutrino is no longer a long-lived
particle and one should look for a final state with a same-sign di-lepton pair, missing (transverse) energy (EmissT )
and jets, as shown in Fig. 2. It is important to note that both physical right-handed sneutrinos ν˜1,2 may decay
to H+ l˜− or H− l˜+ with equal probability since, as shown in (25), they are composed of an equal combination
of ν˜R and ν˜
∗
R.
In this case, the total cross section of such a same-sign di-lepton (SS for short) signal at the LHC, which is
a most striking signature for right-handed sneutrino-antisneutrino oscillation, is given by
σ(qq¯ → Z ′ → ν˜R1 ν˜R2 → l−l− + EmissT + jets) ≃ σ(qq¯ → Z ′ → ν˜R1 ν˜R2)
× BR(ν˜R1 ν˜R2 → l˜− l˜−H+H+ → l−l− + EmissT + jets). (29)
The scattering Matrix Element (ME), averaged/summed over initial/final colours and spins, for sneutrino pair
production is given by
|M(qq¯ → Z ′ → ν˜R1 ν˜R2)|2 = Cq(Y qB−L)2(Y νRB−L)2
8g4B−Ls|~k|2
(s−M2Z′)2 + (MZ′ΓZ′)2
(1− cos2 θ), (30)
where Cq = 3 is a colour factor, Y
q
B−L and Y
νR
B−L are the B−L charges of the quarks and right-handed sneutrinos,
respectively,
√
s is the Centre-of-Mass (CM) energy of the partonic collision at the LHC, cos θ is the polar angle
in the CM frame and
|~k|2 =
(s−m2ν˜R1 −m
2
ν˜R2
)2 − (2mν˜R1mν˜R2 )2
4s
(31)
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FIG. 3: The differential distribution in the invariant mass of the sneutrino pair in the process pp(qq¯)→ Z′ → ν˜R1 ν˜R2 at
the LHC for 14 TeV.
is the modulus squared of the three-momentum of either sneutrino in the final state. (See the last paper in Ref. [3]
for the expressions yielding ΓZ′ .) In Fig. 3 we show the differential cross section of right-handed sneutrino pair
production at the LHC with
√
s = 14 TeV as CM energy for three choices ofMZ′ , 3, 5 and 6 TeV, and gB−L, 1/2,
5/6, 1, correspondingly, each compliant with the limit from EW Precision Tests (EWPTs), i.e., MZ′/gB−L > 6
TeV. The corresponding values of the integrated cross sections are 11, 1 and 0.3 fb, respectively [21]. For
reference, we have taken mν˜R1 = 0.8 TeV and mν˜R2 = 1.2 TeV. The cross sections are therefore observable with
standard luminosity.
Note that, if the charged Higgs mass is less than 200 GeV, then its dominant decay channel is H± → τ±ντ
and accordingly BR(H± → τ±ντ ) ≃ 1 . However, for mH± > 200 GeV, the decay channel H± → tb becomes
dominant and one finds that BR(H± → l±νl) ≃ O(0.1) [17]. Also, if the charged slepton is assumed to be the
second lightest SUSY particle and the lightest neutralino is the lightest one, then the BR(l˜± → l±χ˜0) ≃ O(1).
In contrast, if the mass of the right-handed sneutrino is smaller than the mass of the slepton, then the only
available decay channels for the right-handed sneutrino are: ν˜R1,2 → l±χ˜∓ or ν˜R1,2 → νLχ˜0[12]. In the former
case, the chargino may decay to W∓ and the lightest neutralino. Therefore, an opposite-sign di-lepton (OS for
short) pair, missing transverse energy and jets, is a possible signal as shown in Fig. 4. It is worth mentioning
that due to the oscillation between the right-handed sneutrino and antisneutrino, which is reflected in the mass
difference between ν˜R1 and ν˜R2 , it is possible for ν˜R1 to decay to l
− whilst ν˜R2 decays to l
+. The difference
between SS and OS outgoing di-leptons implies what is known as the lepton charge asymmetry, which can be
measured at the LHC, providing a smoking gun signal for right-handed sneutrino oscillation. The lepton charge
asymmetry is defined as [18]
Aasym =
σ(SS)− σ(OS)
σ(SS) + σ(OS)
=
σ(l−l−χ˜+χ˜+)− σ(l+l−χ˜+χ˜−)
σ(l−l−χ˜+χ˜+) + σ(l+l−χ˜+χ˜−)
, (32)
where the SS cross section s is obtained as
σ(SS) = σ(qq¯ → Z ′ → ν˜R1 ν˜R2) BR(ν˜R1 → l+χ˜−) BR(ν˜R2 → l+χ˜−), (33)
and the OS cross section is given by
σ(OS) = σ(qq¯ → Z ′ → ν˜R1 ν˜R2) BR(ν˜R1 → l+χ˜−) BR(ν˜R2 → l−χ˜+). (34)
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FIG. 4: Production of right-handed sneutrino pairs at the LHC and its decay to an opposite-sign di-lepton pair, missing
transverse energy and jets.
Here, we assume that the primary leptons produced in the (anti)sneutrino decays are always distinguishable
from those that may emerge from the decays of the charginos. Furthermore, owing to SM background, we note
that the OS signal will be seen with more difficulty than the SS one. However, the significant amount of missing
energy it presents can be exploited to remove contamination from Z+jet, W+W−+jet events as well as from
pure QCD noise (in presence of leptonic decays of hadrons).
Recall that the physical right-handed sneutrino states are defined as
ν˜R1 = ν˜R cosα+ ν˜
∗
R sinα, (35)
ν˜R2 = −ν˜R sinα+ ν˜∗R cosα, (36)
where the mixing angle α depends on the sneutrino and antisneutrino mass difference. Now, for large ∆mν˜R
one obtains α = π4 . This can be seen also from the fact that α is expressible in terms of the entries of the mass
matrix M2RR,
cos 2α =
(MRR)11 − (MRR)22√
((MRR)11 − (MRR)22)2 + 4 (MRR)212
= 0, (37)
which correspond to maximal mixing between ν˜R and ν˜
∗
R. In these conditions, one has BR(ν˜R1 → l+χ˜−) =
BR(ν˜R2 → l−χ˜+) = O(1) (and charge conjugates). Therefore, the cross sections σ(SS) and σ(OS) are identical.
Explicitly, the lepton charge asymmetry Aasym can be written as
Aasym =
BR(ν˜R2 → l+χ˜−)− BR(ν˜R2 → l−χ˜+)
BR(ν˜R2 → l+χ˜−) + BR(ν˜R2 → l−χ˜+)
=
cos2 α− sin2 α
cos2 α+ sin2 α
= cos 2α. (38)
It is therefore clear that, if there is no oscillation, the lepton charge asymmetry will be given by Aasym = −1,
while with maximal oscillation the asymmetry is given by Aasym = 0. An effective lepton charge asymmetry is
commonly introduced to overcome the misleading effect associated to the fact that the maximal mixing condition
corresponds the value Aasym = 0. This is defined as
Aeff =
Aasym + 1
2
, (39)
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FIG. 5: The statistical error on the lepton charge asymmetry in eq. (41) versus the luminosity at the 14 TeV LHC.
Therefore, the effective lepton charge asymmetry associated to the decay of right-handed sneutrinos is given by
Aeff =
1
2
. (40)
This result is slightly larger than the charge asymmetry associated with left-handed sneutrinos decays, studied
in Ref. [15]. In that scenario, the mass difference between right-handed sneutrino and antisneutrino is quite
small, however a small sneutrino decay width (∼ 10−14) was assumed, which implies that xν˜ ∼ O(1) and hence
significant oscillation can still take place. Our result of a large effective lepton charge asymmetry gives the hope
that the right-handed sneutrino-antisneutrino can be easily probed at the LHC. However, this clearly depends
upon the error associated with the asymmetry observables.
For a given luminosity L, such that NSS = Lσ(SS) and NOS = Lσ(OS) are the event rates for the SS and
OS final states, the statistical error of the predicted lepton charge asymmetry is obtained as [19]
δAasym = 2
√
NSSNOS
(NSS +NOS)3
. (41)
In Fig. 5, such a quantity is presented as a function of the LHC luminosity, at 14 TeV, for our aforementioned
choices ofMZ′ and gB−L. As it can be seen, this error is already small enough at 100 fb
−1 to enable a statistically
significant extraction of Aeff and it becomes less that 1% for L ∼ 1000 fb−1. In fact, note that the corresponding
errors for the effective lepton charge asymmetry are given by 1/2 those reported in this figure, as the coefficient
1/2 in front of Aasym in eq. (39) is a precisely known real-valued constant. Note that for smaller values of the
LHC energy, 7 and 8 TeV, the errors in the effective lepton charge asymmetry are enhanced significantly due
to the associated suppression for cross section and luminosity. In particular, for
√
s = 7(8) TeV, one finds that
σ = 0.1593(0.5016), 0.0003(0.0012), 8.59× 10−5(0.0003) fb for MZ′ = 3, 5, 6 TeV, and in this case δAeff would
be of order 0.41(0.22), 9.96(4.61), 17.1(9.56), assuming L = 5(20) fb−1. Hence, it is clearly only the high energy
and luminosity setup of the CERN machine that will enable one to fully probe sneutrino oscillations.
We should of course mention that our discussion should eventually be subject to validation following detailed
phenomenological analyses in particular accounting for background effects, which were not dealt with here, also
in presence of the decays of the chargino pair. This is however beyond the scope of this paper that, on the
one hand, made the general point that the oscillation phenomenology emerging in the extended SUSY model
considered here is just as quantitatively significant as in other SUSY scenarios studied in previous literature and
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that, on the other hand, implicitly relies upon the fact that successful signal-to-background analyses similar to
those carried out in those contexts can be repeated in the present one.
Finally, we should like to mention the possibility that the two right-handed sneutrinos decay into light SM-like
neutrinos and lightest neutralinos. This decay channel, if it took place, would be an invisible channel, since
both light neutrinos and lightest neutralinos would be escaping the detector. This signal may provide therefore
a robust signature for B − L sneutrino oscillations, say, a mono-jet or single photon, essentially free from SM
background. However, we leave the pursuit of the consequent phenomenology to a separate publication [20].
V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
In conclusion, we have proven that right-handed sneutrino-antisneutrino oscillations, emerging in the (B −
L)SSM in presence of a type I seesaw mechanism of light neutrino mass generation, are testable at the LHC.
In fact, after taking into account the constraints imposed on the mass splitting between heavy right-handed
sneutrino and the corresponding antisneutrino by the experimental limits set on the light neutrino masses, we
have shown that pair production of such right-handed sneutrinos decaying into leptons and charginos generates
a cross section which is promptly accessible at 14 TeV and an effective lepton charge asymmetry that can be
resolved already after 100 fb−1 of luminosity, both of which offer an efficient means to resolve the aforementioned
oscillation phenomenon. Finally, it is worth mentioning that the signature of sneutrino-antisneutrino oscillations
can also be obtained from other possible extensions of the MSSM, that lead to ∆L = 2 violation, like the MSSM
with R-parity violation or with Higgs triplets or else a SUSY Left-Right model. In this respect, our analysis is
quite relevant and it is not limited to the B − L extension of MSSM that we have adopted here.
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